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J 'B 'P K E N IIC E
ii-
SUBSTANCE OF A LECTURE, &c.
T h e  subject of general education became for the first time a 
matter of controversy and contention in this colony during the 
administration of the late Sir Richard Bourke, who was 
unquestionably one of the ablest and best Governors we have 
ever had in New South Wales, and whose statue therefore 
deservedly adorns this city. (Expressions of acquiescence.) 
Shortly after his assumption of tlie Government of the colony, 
early in the year 1832, Sir Richard Bourke instituted an inquiry 
into the state of its religious and educational institutions, in so 
far as these institutions were supported by the State; and linding 
that they had been conducted, from the foundation of the colony, 
under a system of jealous exclusion, and were in great measure 
inefficient and unsatisfactory, ho embodied the result of his 
inquiries in a masterly Report, which he forwaixled to the Right 
Honourable Lord Glenelg, then Principal Secretary of State for 
the Colonies, by whom ho was authorised to introduce his 
famous General Church Act, and to establish, if practicable, 
what was then known as the Irish National system of education 
in New South Wales.
Confining our attention for the present to the latter of these 
great measures—the Irish National system of education—that 
system, which was then but imperfectly known in this country, 
was industriously represented and strongly denounced by the 
Protestants of all denominations as an infidel and godless system, 
which could neither be accepted nor countenanced by any Chris­
tian, and especially by any Protestant community; and the 
British and Foreign Schools system, whioh was then, and has 
all along been strongly advocated and supported by Lord John, 
now Earl Russell, and under which the Holy Scriptures, in the 
authorised version, are regularly read and made the subject of 
examination in the schools, was held forth as an infinitely pre­
ferable system for the Protestants of the colony. On the first 
announcement, therefore, of Sir Ricliard Bourke’s intentions in 
regard to the introduction and establishment of the Irish system, 
an extensive agitation was organised and carried out, on the part 
of the Protestants of all denominations, to prevent so disastrous 
a consummation as was thus supposed t© bo impending, and to 
get the British and Foreign Schools system established through­
out the territory. A public meeting for this puiqiose was held 
accordingly, in the Pulteney Hotel, now the Australian Clubffiouso,
in the year 1835, at which I was present, as one who cordially 
approved of the British and Foreign system, and deprecated the 
establishment of any other. And who, I  ask, were then the 
advocates of the Irish system, and the zealous supporters of Sir 
Bichard Bourke in endeavouring to get it established in New 
South Wales ? Why, the Ilev. Dr. Uilathorne, the Roman 
Catholic Vicar-General of the day, and since Roman Catholic 
Bishop of Birmingham, (for Bishop Folding had not then 
arrived in the colony,) and liis energetic coadjutor, the Rev. Mr. 
M'Encroe, then recently arrived from New England in the 
United States, where he had been stationed for some time pre­
vious. The latter of these gentlemen, I  am sorry to say, has 
since turned his back upon his former self, as the zealous advocate 
of the Irish National system of 1835—at whose instance I  shall 
not inquire. (Laughter.) Dr. Uilathorne spoke strongly at the 
meeting, in support of the Irish National system, as being in 
every rcopect admirably suited for all clashes of our community, 
while he denounced the British and Foreign system, as one 
which the Roman Catholics of the colony could not accept; Mr. 
M'Encroe cordially acquiescing, and backing him up in all he said.* 
I  maintain, therefore, without fear of contradiction, that, in the 
year 1835, the Romish authorities of this colony were altogether 
and strongly in favour of the Irish National system, which it 
is scarcely necessary to state, is simply identical with that of 
the Public Schools Act of 1866; the school books under both 
being precisely the same. They had no objection to that system 
then. They had no plea of conscience to urge against i t  The wind 
was blowing strongly in its favour from Government House, 
and, ILko sensible men, they took advantage of their opportunity,
♦ B w id es Dr. Dllatiiorne and the Rev. Mr. M‘Encroe, there was present 
at the m eeting, in tlie rulteney H otel, Roger Therry, Esq , then Com­
missioner of tlie Court of Requests, afterwards one of the Judges of the 
colony, who also spoko strongly as a professed Roman Catholic, as he after­
wards did again and again in the late Legislative Council, in favour of tlie 
Irish National system. And in a satirical poem of the day, wliich was 
remarkably well received by Protestants of all denominations, and in 
which the advocates of the Irish National system were represented as all 
assembled at a feast in Sydney, at which the only dish was an Irish stew, the 
following verses occur :—
An Irish Roman Catholic priest
Got up in his place and blessed the fe a s t;
And then helped himself, as he well could do,
To a trencher full of the Irish stow.
H e dived right into it all in a minute.
And showed there was never a Bible in i t ;
For what, said he, had the Bible to do 
Either inside or outside an Irish stew ?
Now the “ Irish Roman Catholic priest,’’ here alluded to, was, if  my 
memory does not fail me, the Rev. Mr. M‘Encroo; but whether it was he or 
Dr. Uilathorne the circumstance servos to show what a prominent part those 
gentlemen took in the advocacy of the Irish National system in 1885 and 18315. 
In  short, the evidence is conclusive in favour of the cordial adoption of the Irish  
National system by the Roman Catholic authorities of 1835 ; and there is no 
donbt whatever that it was that circumstance that served to array the Protes­
tants of all denominations the more strongly against it.
(Expressions of assent) To allege Uiai Dr. LMalhorne would 
have given in his cordial adhesion to that system, if he had sup|>osed 
that there was anything in it to which a Homan Catholic could 
I'easonably object on the score of conscience, is a serious imputa­
tion both upon the intellectual and the moral character of that 
gentleman, which I cannot admit of. In  point, indeed, of intellec­
tual ability, Dr. U Hat home was a much superior man to Arch­
bishop Folding ; for I can offer a reliable opinion on the subject, 
as I have had something to do with both of tliese gentlemen in 
my time. The idea, therefore, of there bein^ anytliing in tlie 
system in question to make it a matter of conscience for a Roman 
Catholic to denounce and repudiate the Public Schools Act of 
1806, is preeminently absurd. As I  shall show more clearly in 
the sequel, the present hostile movement, on the part of certain 
Romish priests and bishops, under the leadership of Archbishop 
Folding, is not a matter of conscience at all, but a mere struggle 
for power, for pelf, and for the means of proselytising unwary 
Protestants to Romanism. (Strong expressions of assent)
So long as the question in 1835 and 1836 was simply how to 
put down the Irisli National system, the late Bishop Broughton, 
who had then just returned to the colony from a \dsit to England, 
was remarkably condescending, and made common cause with the 
other Protestants of the colony, who fondly imagined that it was 
quite practicable to get a general system of education established 
©n the basis of the British and Foreign system; but no sooner 
was this first object accomplished, than Bishop Broughton drew 
off at a tangent, hoisting his own proper colours and refusing to 
have anything further to do witli the other Protestants. In  this 
way, the idea of establishing a general system of education on 
the basis of the British and Foreign system (of which the next 
Governor, the late Sir George Gipps, who assumed the adminis­
tration of the government early in 1838, highly approved) became 
utterly hopeless. Had such a system as the Protestants of the 
colony generally desired at the time 1 refer to—in 1835 and 
1836—been established, our Roman Catholic fellow-colonists 
would doubtless have had good reason to complain, rejecting as 
they do the authorised version of Holy Scripture; but what just 
ground of complaint they can possibly have under the system so 
strongly approved by Dr. Ullathorne in 1835, and now established 
under the Public Schools Act, 1 cannot conceive.
In  consequence of the strong opposition of tlie Nominee Legis­
lative Council of the period, of which Bishop Broughton was 
then the most influential member, backed as it was by the 
Protestants of the colony generally, Sir Richard Bourke’s pro­
posal to establish the Irish National system proved a failure ; all 
he could accomplish for that system being the establishment of a 
single school, by way of experiment, at Wollongong.
I happened to goto England, for the fourth time, in the year 
1836, when this educational agitation was in progress; and in 
1837 1 paid a visit to the Metropolitan School of the Irish 
National Board in Dublin, to ascertain for my own satisfaction 
the real nature and character of the system then established and
in successful operation in Ireland. For although I had been one 
of the most strenuous opponents of the Irish National system in 
the colony, (attacking it rather successfully at the time, both by 
argument and ridicule), I began to suspect, especially after 
Bishop Broughton’s withdrawal from the Frotestant League, 
that I had made a great mistake in condemning beforehind a 
system with the real nature and character of which I was but 
imperfectly acquainted, and which I afterwards found was pecu­
liarly fitted for the mixed population of New South Wales. The 
late Archbishop WTiately, the Protestant Archbishop of Dublin, 
and the late Archbishop Murray, the Roman Catholic 
Archbishop, were both members of the Irish National 
Board at the time, as representatives of their respec­
tive communions; and the Rev. Dr. Carlyle, a 
Presbyterian minister in Dublin, was the Secretary of the Board.
I had much conversation with Dr. Carlyle, who represented the 
Irish Presbyterians in the Board, on the character and results of 
the svstem with which he was thus identified; in the course of 
which he assured me that the business of the Board had 
uniformly been conducted with perfect harmony, on the part of 
the Protestant and Roman Catholic members respectively, the 
books used in the schools being compiled under their mutual 
cognizance and surveillance. I  examined these books carefully 
myself; and being satisfied, after such examination, together 
with all I had otherwise seen and heard on the subject, that the 
Irish National system had been grossly misrepresented, and was 
altogether different from what it had been described in the 
colony, I resolved to advocate that system thenceforth, as the 
only one that was either practicable or available for New South 
Wales. (Applause.)
Taking into consideration, therefore, the fact that the Rev. Dr. 
Murray, the Roman Catholic iVrchbishop of Dublin, was a member 
of the Irish National Board from its commencement, and heartily 
approved of all the books it issued, and of all the other measures 
it sanctioned; taking into consideration also the fact that the Rev. 
Dr. Ullathorne, the Roman Catholic Vicar-General of New 
South Wales, and his coadjutor, the Rev. Mr. M'Encroo—doubt­
less influenced, as they were sure to be, by the example and 
authority of Archbishop Murray—advocated and abetted the 
school system which that Board had established; and taking into 
consideration still further the remarkable fact that two of the 
most prominent, best educated and most influential Roman 
Catholics of the colony—the Honorable John Hubert Plunkett, 
Q.C..* and William Augustine Duncan, Esq., Collector of Customs
* Mr. P lunkett, it is well known, has like Mr. M'Encroe, turned his hack 
upon his former self, and joined the parti-prelre ,  or priest party, in the pre­
sent ngitaUon ; but Mr. Plunkett has a strong personal grievance to complain 
of, in connection with the late Nati6nal J3oard, and must therefore be dealt 
very gently with in the matter of his change of sides. I refer merely to his 
views and procedure when he had no such grievance and was a per­
fectly free agent, which he can scarcely bo supposed to be now. I was not 
aware till lately tliat the late Lord Plunkett, tlie head of his name, and a 
thorough Protestant, was the son of an Irish Presbyterian minister.
—held office in the late Xational Board of this colony, for a long 
series of years; taking all these things into consideration, can 
any person suppose for one moment that these gentlemen would, 
one and all have willingly patronised and supported a system which 
they secretly condemnW and abhorred ? Can any person suppose for 
one moment that the school books issued under their authority, 
which are all precisely the same as those used under our Public 
Schools Act, were of such a character as to render it a matter of 
conscience for a Roman Catholic to repudiate and condemn that 
Act as well as the system it has introduced ? Conscience, I  
repeat it, has nothing to do in the matter; and the struggle 
which is now in progress is one of a far inferior character, and 
such as I have already characterised, a mere struggle for power 
and pelf and the means of proselytism. (Great applause).
The next important movement in connection with education in 
this colony, was the appointment of a Select Committee of the 
Legislative Coun3il ©n the subject, during the government of the 
late Sir George Gipps, in the year 184.-1. I t  was appointed at the 
instance of Mr. now the Right Honorable Robert Lowe, whoso 
subsequent services as a legislator, and especially in the matter of 
education, on a much more imjxirtant arena, have since rendered 
his name both famous and formidable throughout the empire. 
(Cheers.) Mr. Lowe was then merely a nominee member of Coun­
cil, while I  was one of the six elective members for the district 
of Pert Phillip, now the great colony of Victoria. I was placed 
on Mr. Lowe’s committee at his own suggestion; and among the 
numerous witnesses examined on the occasion was Bishop, now 
Archbishop Folding. I t was the first, and I believe the only 
instance, eitlier in the old world, or in this new one, since the 
Reformation, in which a Presbyterian minister occupied the 
seat of authority, and took part in the examination of a Romish 
Bishop or Archbishop; and I suppose I may therefore regard it 
as one of the memorabilia, or remarkable events, of my life. 
(Cheers.) But this was not the only occasion on which I had this 
honour, such as it was. I  was also a member of another Select 
Committee—a committee on the Aborigines of the colony—ap­
pointed at the instance of the late Richard Windeyer, Esq., then 
member for Durham ; before which also Bishop Folding 
was examined. And it was the decided opinion, both 
of Mr. Windeyer and myself, on these occasions, 
that, independently of his ecclesiastical position and dignity, 
(which always magnifies a mole-hill into a mountain, among the 
members of his own communion,) Bishop Folding was in reality
It is the opinion of not a few of the friends and supporters of the Public 
Schools Act of 1866, that if an acknowledged and avowed Roman Catholic, 
a man of mark in the colony, had been appointed a member of the Council o f 
Education, tlie present agitation of the par(i-pret7'e would eitlier not have 
taken place or been deprived, if it had, of not a little of its present supjiprt. 
I confess I am of this opinion myself. The Roman Catholics, it seem s, do 
not acknowledge the Honorable the Premier, as their advocate and represen­
tative in the Council o f Education, notwithstanding his Romish descent; and 
it  would no doubt have been politic to have taken this state of Aseling into 
consideration in organizing the Council.
JL weak brother, ^ narrow-minded, bigolted man, as unlike 
as possible either Dr. Cllathorne or Archbishop Murray. 
The decision of Mr. Lowe’s committee was strongly in favour of 
the National system, as it was then called; but as }fr. L. had quar­
relled in the meantime with Sir George Gipps and his Govern­
ment, in consequence of his having given an independent vote 
on some Government question, which it was then held the 
greatest political heresy imaginable to do, he resigned his seat 
immediately after submitting the l te%x)rt, and did me the honour to 
ask me to move its adoption, I did so accordingly in a speech of 
three hours; to which Mr. Lowe, who was present as a mere 
spectator, listened most attentively throughout. (Cheers.) The 
formation of the National Board took place some time there­
after, in consequence of the adoption of this Deport by the 
Council, during the government of the late Sir Charles Fitzroy, 
when I was again in England. The Denominational Board, 
however, was still continued in existence; and both Jtoardspursued 
their respective courses, greatly to the dissatisfaction of the 
public, and the constant increase of unchecked expenditure, till 
after the passing of the Public Schools Act of 
There had, in the meantime, however, been repeated 
attempts to amalgamate the two Boards, under some 
system that would be satisfactory to the public. The 
first of these, and the only one indeed that ever came 
to maturity as a Government measure, was made by the 
late Premier, Mr. Cowjier, who endeavoured, unsuccessfully, to 
introduce and establish throughout the colony what is known as 
the Privy Council system in England; the public, both in and 
out of Parliament, having declared itself strongly against that 
system. The other embryo attempts “of the kind lapsed through 
prorogations, dissolutions, and changes of Government 
Certain members of Parliament, and in particular Mr. Robert­
son, Mr. Forster, and the late member for East Macquarie, Mr. 
David Buchanan (with whom is the Dev. Mr. Pillars, the 
Unitarian minister), object to the Public Schools Act on account 
of there being anything like religion or Christianity in i t  These 
gentlemen would have weeded everything of the kind out of the 
Act, and left it much like what it would have been, if it had 
been the production of seme ancient Greek or Roman heathen 
philosopher, or of the great Kong-foo-tzi, or Confucius of China. 
(Laughter.) Such an idea, however, will find very few siqi- 
portefs, and I do not think it deserves any. “ Christianity,’’ to 
use the language of Novalis, an eminent German philosopher of 
the present century, “ is the greatest fact intlie history of man 
and to leave our ingenuous youtli in ignorance of tliat fact—of 
the great events on which it rests, as its basis, of the great prin­
ciples which it announces, and the pure system of morals which it 
developes, would be pre-eminently monstrous and absurd—would 
be nothing less than an act of high treason to the human race. 
(Great applause.)
But Mr. Forster, I  conceive, is chargeable with something still 
more reprehensible than this utopian idea implies. Whether
from the mere desire to wound and damage a political opponent, 
or from iiidifierence to the interests of truth, and the probable 
consequences of his own random statements, I shall not presume 
to determine; but he has publicly characterised the Public 
Schools Act in the Legislative Assembly, as a thoroughly and 
exclusively Protestant system, and has thereby, in so far, given 
his countenance and approval to the Romish movement that is 
now in progress, for the repeal ef the Public Schools Act, and the 
assignment of a large portion of our public revenue to Romish 
bishops and priests, to be expended for purposes of their own, 
witliout the cognizance or approval of Government I  deny that 
the Public Schools Act is in any respect a Protestant Act I t 
sets forth nothing that is not received and acknowledged by 
both Protestants and Roman Catholics alike; and how, I  ask, could 
the State act on any other system than that which it has adopted 
in justice to both ? (Applause.)
I  have characterised Archbishop Polding as a “ weak brother 
intellectually, and therefore no hand at an argument; but oc­
cupying the position he holds as the chief, or demigod, of his 
communion, he has only to move in any direction to get all 
his flock, bishops, priests and people, not only to 
follow him as blindly as a flock of sheep follow their 
leader, but to swear to the truth or reality of
whatever he is pleased to assert W hat he means by
nick-naming the supporters of the Public Schools A ct 
” Lang-ites,” as he did on a recent occasion, entirely forgettin g 
his own self-respect when he did so, I  cannot for my life 
imagine; for I  took merely a suberdinate part in getting that
great measure passed into law, and no man has ever been
asked to support it because it had been advocated by me. There 
are no peculiar principles or views of mine embodied in that A ct; 
there is nothing in it but what is part and parcel of our common 
Christianity. Rut surely no candid person can deny that all 
Archbishop Folding's followers, whether bishops, priests, or 
people, are regular “ Poldingites,” and deserve no better name— 
merely following where their leader precedes them, merely 
obeying, like a soldier, the word of command, without being able 
to assign any other reason for their procedure, but that such is the 
will and pleasure of their master. My thanks are doubtless due 
to the Archbishop for the hint ho has given m e; for the Ameri­
can writer, Emerson, tells us that to give a good nick-name is 
one of the highest efforts of genius. Now, no person of common 
sense can possibly allege that “ Lang-ites” is either a good or a pro­
per nick-name for any portion of this community. But “ Polding- 
ites” is the right name, and no mistake, for a large portion of 
our colonial community. (Applause.)
Some time in the year 1812 or 1843, Bishop Polding, mis­
taking his own intellectual weakness for superior ability, and 
speculating too rashly on the gullibility of the public, advertised 
a course or Sunday evening lectures in S t Mary’s on the “ Errors 
of Protestantism.’* Having the command of a weekly paper at 
the time, 1 naturally wished to know what these errors were,
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and how they were con Luted or disposed oL But as it would 
have excited too much notice, and probably some alarm, to have 
sent a regular reporter to take notes, 1 ^ot my late brother-in- 
law, Mr. John Hunter Baillie, the munificent benefactor of the 
Presbyterian College*, who, I knew well, had an excellent judg­
ment and a remarkably good memory, to attend the lectures, and 
to mve me an account of them. Mr. Baillie accordingly went 
to St. Mary’s; and planting himself beside a pillar, and looking 
very innocently—as like a good Catholic as possible—all the 
while (much laughter), he brought me the substance of the 
Bishop’s lecture, to which I added an appropriate critique and 
reply (which it was remarkably easy to do); all of which were 
published, to the astonishment and mortification of the B shop, 
on the following Wednesday morning. This, of course, could 
not be allowed to continue; so, after a time or two, the lectures 
were discontinued, and the “ Errors of Protestantism ” have ever 
since been left to grow up as they may, without any patriotic 
person, like the worthy Archbishop, either to root them up or to 
confute them. (Applause.)
Archbishop Folding alleges that the school books required to 
be used in all schools supported by the State, under the Public 
Schools Act, contain poison—strychnine—for Roman Catholic 
children. Now, I  challenge Archbishop Folding, or any of his 
bishops or priests, to point out anything in these books that can 
possibly be so characterised by any candid person. As I have 
already stated, they contain nothing but what both Protestants 
and Roman Catholics receive and acknowledge alike. But I  
maintain, without fear of contradiction, that the hooks which 
Archbishop Folding and his followers would substitute for these 
Public School books—the books they insist on using in their 
Denominational schools, which it seems are attended by not 
fewer than 591 Protestarit children altogether—do contain real 
poison for Protestant children, regular strychnine, in such quan­
tities, too, as, if swallowed by these children, would make an end 
of them as Protestants very speedily. And this, I  am persuaded, 
is precisely what Archbishop Folding wants—a system of 
proselytism for Roman Catholics, to be maintained and sup­
ported by the State. (Great applause.)
I t  may be asked why do these 591 Protestant children attend 
the Roman Catholic Denominational schools in their respective 
vicinities ? To this I would reply that so apparently remarkable 
a circumstance is not to be accounted for on the principle that the 
parents of these children are indifferent about the spiritual welfare 
of their offspring, although tliis is doubtless the case in too many 
instances. The country is so extensive and the population so 
much scattered, that it is not always possible for the Protestant 
parent to find such a school as he would greatly prefer in his
♦ The late John Hunter Baillie, Esq., Secretarj'of the Bank of New South 
W ales, who died in the year 1854, left all his property, subject to the life 
rent of his widow, for the endowment of two professorships in the future 
Presbyterian College of Sydney; and his widow, Mrs. Baillie, of Wynyard- 
square, has supplemented tliis bequest of her late husband’s by a donation of 
a thousand poun -s for tho establishment of the College.
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Ticinity, and a Roman Catholic Denominational school may be the 
only one at hand. Sometimes also the Roman Catholic school­
master may be a better teacher than the Protestant schoolmaster 
in the same district; and this will very soon come to be known 
and acted on. In such circumstances, it is the bounden duty of 
the State to insist that no books shall be used in schools of any 
kind supported from the public Treasury that would shock the 
religious feelings of pupils of any denomination,—that no books 
shall be sanctioned that can possibly be used for the purposes of 
proselytism. (Strong expressions of assent.)
The Rev. Dr. Forrest, of S t John’s College, who has come in 
as a CORPS de reserve in aid of the Archbishop in this con­
troversy, somewhat facetiously, I  think, bewails what he calls 
the OMISSIONS in the books used in the Public Schools. And 
what are these omissions which Dr. Forrest would have supplied 
for all Roman Catholic Denominational schools supported by 
the State ? Why, they are the very passages that would prove 
downright poison—veritable strychnine—for the 591 Protestant 
children attending the Roman Catholic Denominational schools.
In the books that Archbishop Folding and Dr. Forrest would 
substitute for the books now in use under the Public Schools Act, 
we find such delectable lessons for the 591 Protestant innocents as 
the following.
The first I  shall quote is from the Primer, one of the ‘^Ele­
mentary books for Catholic schools.” Under the picture of a 
church, in pages 18 and 19 of that book, we read, “ Here is a 
church. Its bells chime for Mass. I f  Charles is a good child, 
I  win teach him to serve at Mass.” Now if Charles should 
be one of the 591 Protestant children in the Roman Caiiolic 
schools, he cannot but be in the fair way to Rome under such 
teaching as this. And, again, in page 32, “ When you come to 
school, you must make the sign of the cross before you begin 
your lessons. You make it each time the clock strikes, and when 
you say your prayers.” Of course Charley will be taught how 
to malte the sign of the cross; for Protestants are sadly 
ignorant on the subject.
In  the Sequel to the Primer, another of these books for Catholic 
schools, we read in page 20 as follows:—“ The Church is a holy 
place, and our Lord himself is on the altar when the priest says 
Mass.” Here the 591 Protestant children arc to be taught the 
monstrous doctrine of transubstantiation! And in a morning 
hymn, in page 24, we are to sing as follows: —
Jesus, le t thy mother dear 
Keep in me Thy love and fear ,
And my guardian angel send  
To bo with me as a friend .
M ary! mother ! all tlie day 
Close beside you let mo stay ;
Keep mo pime from sinful stain 
Till the night return again.
Again, in the Second Reading-book for Catholic schools, we are 
taught to sing as follows, in a hymn, entitled “ Our Lady’s 
Image.”
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By thy joys, sweet Lady, give 
Comfort UDto all that live :
By tJiV sorrows mercy tiud 
For tli« siulul ami the blind.
I/Cad us frem the evil way.
Guard us well by night and day,
Till the hour when tliou shall greet 
All thy children at thy feet.
And these prayers to the Virgin Mary —these unwarrantable, 
unscriptural, and blasphemous prayers, of which the llev. Dr. 
Forrest bewails the omission in the Public School books—are to 
be taught the 591 Protestant children that attend the Roman 
Catholic schools; and the public Treasury is to be taxed for the 
payment of this teaching ! What, I  ask, have Protestants to do 
with the Virgin Mary ? Even though she should appear to us in 
human form, what should we have to say to her, but what our blessed 
Lord said himself when she presumed to interfere with the car­
rying out of his divine mission, “ Woman, what have we to do 
with thee (Great and continued cheering.) Nay, not only are 
the 591 Protestant children to be taught these blasphemous 
prayers to the Virgin M ary; they are to be taught even, in the 
Sequel to the first Reading book of the Christian Brothers, to 
address the following prayer to a recently created Romish Saint, 
St, Joseph, in such devotional, or rather such mawkish language, 
as follows :—
Sweet Spouse of our Lady ! we lean upon thee :
For thou to the pilgrim art fatlier and guide.
And Jesus and Mary felt safe at thy side.
Ah ! holy Saint Joseph ! how blest should I  be.
Sweet Spouse of our L ady! if thou wert with m e !
Such then is the downright Roman Catholic poison—the verit­
able strychnine (I thank Archbishop Polding for the phrase, of 
which I now tender him the right application)—which the bene­
volent old gentleman would administer to the 591 Protestant 
children in the Roman Catliolic schools, and of which the Rev. 
Dr. Forrest laments the omission in the books sanctioned under 
the Public Schools Act of 1866! Surely the State was in ;ho 
right to prohibit the use of such books as these in all schools 
supported from the public Treasury. (Applause.)
I have already stated that I  have come into intellectual contact 
in my day both with Dr. Ullathorne and with Archbishop 
Polding, and I  have given an instance or two of the fact. I  
shall now give one more, and rather an amusing ene. The first 
public act of any importance that Bishop Polding was called to 
perform, on his arrival in the colony, was the laying of the 
foundation-stone of the Roman Catholic church at Parramatta; 
and Dr. Ullathorne deemed the occasion so important for the 
edification of the faithful, that he published a pamphlet on the 
subject, detailing at length all the ceremonies that had been gone 
through in the process. The building had been contracted for by 
some Scotch mechanics, who had selected a suitable block of 
freestone for the foundation, which they had axed and chiselled 
for the purpose. But the orthodox idea, it seems, was that
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the Devil was^mehow in the stone, and the grand object was to 
get him out of i t  (Much laughter.) With this view a bucketful 
of pure water was brought up from the Parramatta liivcr, and 
the stone was duly spnnklod or washed with it all over. It 
was then marked with the si^n of the cross at all the four 
corners, and was afterwards anointed with oil and salt During 
this interesting process, the Bishop was employed at intervals in 
offering up a whole series of prayers—some in Latin I presume, 
and others in English; some with his mitre off, and others with 
his mitre on. I t  had evidently not been ascertained whether the 
Devil was most afraid of the prayers w ith the mitre off or 
of those with the mitre on; but to make sure work of it, he was 
plied with both, and his expulsion was at length eertiliod by 
Dr. Ullathorne as rni fa it  accovipli. For, witli a monstrous 
perversion of Holy Scripture, as I showed at length in my 
critique on his pamphlet. Dr. Ullathorne declared that every 
creature of God is good, if it be sanctified with prayer and 
thanksgiving: meaning that the stone, as it came from the 
hands of the Scotch mechanics was Devil-possessed, and unfit for 
the holy purpose for which it was designed; but that by the 
prayers and incantations of the Bishop, some with his mitre off 
and some with his mitre on, it had been sanctified or exorcised, 
and made fit for the holy purpose of a foundation stone for a 
lloman Catliolic cliurcln Nay, the Bishop’s prayers during the 
ceremony were not addressed to tlie only IIcarer and Answerer 
of prayer, but to a whole list of Ilomish saints, whose names 
were given at length in Dr. Ullathorne’s pamphlet Now, as it 
was evident from the names of these saints that they had all been 
natives of IW y or Sicily, and as it was the opinion of the ancients 
th at the spirits of the departed hovered about the place where their 
bodies had been interred, I asked, in my critique on Dr.Ullathorne’s 
precious pamphlet, how Bishop I ’olding could ascertain that 
these Italian or Sicilian saints at the ends of the could earth 
know what ho was then doing at J’arramatta, on the opposite side 
of the globe. (Cheers.) To assume that they did know was 
nothing less than to invest these dead saints with the incom­
municable attributes of the Deity, omniscience, and omnipresence; 
and I  maintained, therefore, that the whole ceremonial was a 
gross insult to that great God who tells us that he will net give 
his glory to another, nor his praise to graven images. (Much 
and continued cheering.) Dr. Ullathorne was in great wrath at 
my critique on his pamplilet, to which, however, he did not 
attempt to reply. lie  merely did me the honour, in an ang^y 
letter which ho published in the press of the day, to stigmatise 
me as a clever infidel, a compliment for which, I  trust, I  was not 
ungrateful. (Laughter.)
You are all doubtless aware that a charge has recently been 
preferred, on behalf of certain female teachers. Sisters of Charity, 
1 believe, against one of the Government Ins^iectors of Schools, 
for alleged incivility and rudeness to these ladies; and the result 
has been the refusal of admittance in future to the inspector, and 
the withdrawal of the school from all connection with the
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Council of Education. In so far as I  have heard 
from reliable sources, the inspector in question 
is one of the last persons to be guilty of incivility 
or rudeness to ladies; and as no investigation into the case has 
been either permitted or required by the parties connected with 
the school, it is pretty evident that the whole affair is a trumped- 
up story on the part of the Romish priesthood, to call forth the 
sympathies of the public on behalf or their protegees, under the 
pretext of their having been subjected to a species of social 
mart}Tdom. Nay, a great effort has been made, both in Sydney 
and in the country, to raise funds from private sources for the 
education ef all Roman Catholic children, in schools of tlieir own, 
without the Gognizance or assistance of the State. But this 
effort, I  am credibly informed, has signally failed; the Roman 
Catholic laity of the colony having perfect confidence in the 
Council of Education, and having no intention to submit to a 
special tax, at the bidding of their priesthood, for any such 
purpose. (Cheers.)
You are also aware that there is a hue and cry at present, 
chiefly on the part of what the French call the parti j^retre, or 
priest party and their abettors, for a dissolution of Parliament; 
and it is alleged, on good authority, that there is an extensive 
organisation in progress throughout the colony, to ensure the 
return of such members to the future Parliament, in the event of 
a dissolution, as will ensure either the repeal of tlie Public Schools 
Act, or such a modification of it as will, in great 
measure, place the power and the patronage, as well as the funds 
for education in the hands of the Romish priesthood, and break 
their present grievous yoke of Government control. Now, as far 
as I am personally concerned, it is a matter of perfect indifference 
to me whether a dissolution of Parliament should take place at 
an early period or not For, as I told my constituents at the last 
general election, that I  should not appear before them again as a 
candidate for their suffrages, I  mean to act accordingly, and to 
retire for good, in such an event as is anticipated, from the 
political arena. But of this I  am confident that whenever a 
dissolution of Parliament does take place, there will be a desperate 
effort made, unprecedented by anything in our previous history, 
to Tipperarify this colony, and to make-it as like Ireland as pos­
sible in all those particulars that would render it a mere province 
of the Popedom. Let the Protestants of the colony, therefore, be 
on their guard, and prepare for the struggle that awaits them. 
Let them merge all minor distinctions, all personal animosities, 
and combine, as others are doing fora very dlffeient object, for the 
preservation and perpetuation or those civil and religious liberties 
that were secured to us by our glorious Reformation three centu­
ries ago, and our happy Revolution of 1688. The Protestants of 
the colony have nothing to fear, if they are only true to them­
selves, as I  trust they wUl be in the time of need. (Great 
cheering.)
APPENDIX.
I t is generally known to the friends of education that, for 
years past, there has been an agitation in progress in Ireland, on 
the part of the Romish priesthood of that country, precisely 
similar to the one in progress here; and the following: paper, 
contained in the “ Museum and English Journal of Education, 
a monthly magazine, for October last, exhibits in an admirable 
form the reply of the Commissioners for Education in Ireland 
to the ^  agitators of that country. There is no misgiving, no 
shrinking, on the part of the Board in Ireland. They stand 
nobly to their colours, as I  trust the Council of Education will 
do here.
_ “  N a t io n a l  E d u c a t io n  IX I r e l a n d . — We drew attention some 
time ago to a vigorous effort made by some Roman Catholic 
Bishops to undermine the National and introduce the Denomi­
national system into Ireland. The letter in which they stated 
their reasons has been submitted to the Board of National Educa­
tion, and we have now before us the reply which they make. I t  
amounts to this, that the policy which the Board has pursued has 
been wise and sound; that it has been successful; that they have 
pursued it amidst endless attacks from many parties; that they 
have never replied to these attacks ; and that they see no reason 
for breaking their rule in the case of the letter of the Roman 
Cathlic Bishops. Along with this reply is published a statement 
by the Right Hon. Alexander Macdonnell, the resident com­
missioner, which is a thorough and satisfactory answer to all oh- 
jections.
“ ‘ W ith regard to the first proposal, we are directed by the 
Board to state that it would be entirely opposed to the funda­
mental principles of the National system, and would ensure 
its certain and speedy ruin. The demands made by the Roman 
Catholic prelates in their memorial to the Irish Government in 
1859, were substantially the same as are contained under this 
head in the present letter. The answer given by Mr. Cardwell 
to that memorial is equally appliciible to the present demands. 
To that masterly State paper we beg to refer his Excellency, as 
the best answer that can be given to the present proposal.
“ ‘ So long as it was generally, though erroneously, believed, 
that united edueation under the National system was a failure, 
that it was a plausible, but a visionary scheme, it is not sur-
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pri.^ i^ng that manj sensible men were not unwilling that it 
should be alianJoncd. The exneriment has, however, now 
pmvcKi eminently successful. In the %)rovince of Ulster, con­
taining alxiut two millions of people, and which is the only part 
of Ireland where the Protestants and Roman Catholics arc found 
in nearly eriual numbers, the mixed school forms 80 |)cr cent of 
the National schools.
“ ‘ The proportion of mixed schools as compared with those 
attended by children of only one denomination is constantly in­
creasing throughout Ireland. Thus, for example, in 1859 there 
were 80,127 Protestants, and 215,213 Roman Catholic children, 
attending mixed schools during the single quarter ended 31st 
Decemlier. During the same quarter in the year 1865, there 
were 103,503 Protestants, and 239,800 Roman Catholics receiving 
united education in National schools. Of the entire Protestant 
pupils educated during the year under the Boai'd, more tlian four- 
fifths arc educated in mixed schools.
‘ Compared with the number of Roman Catholics attending 
National schools under Roman Catholic management in which 
Protestants are educated, the Protestant pupils are admittedly 
often few in number. In  the south, middle, and west of Ireland, 
where the Protestant poor are in the country districts scattered 
almost everywhere, but nowhere collected in large numbers, three 
or four Protestant children will often be found in National schools 
amongst ninety-seven Roman Catholic pupils. This fact has 
usually been produced as a proof of the total failure of united 
education. But, surely, the smaller is the minority of Protestant 
pupils in a National school, the more do they need that that 
school should be accessible to them, as it is impossible for 
them to be educated in a school of their own church; and the 
more do they require in the existing National school the pro­
tection of our rules against proselytisni or injustice of any kind. 
Where the minority amounts to twenty or thirty, they can to a 
great degree protect themselves from injustice. But tlic rules of 
the Board not only protect the minority of two or 
three from being oppressed, but effectually prevent 
the ninety-seven from- bein^ oppressors. They are 
bound to do and to say nothing within the walls of any National 
school from year’s end to year’s end that can give pain to a single 
child of a different faith from their own. If  the Protestant 
minority are thus saved from all interference with their religious 
faith, the Roman Catholic majority are, at the same time, 
habituated to the constant exercise of true practical charity; and 
they do, in fact, exhibit the most scrupulous regard for the 
feelings of those who differ from them both in religion and in 
race.
“ ‘ Great as are the advantages of united education in a country 
circumstanced dike Ireland, the Commissioners could not consci­
entiously support it, were it proved to be less favourable than 
Denominational education to the sound secular education of the 
people, or could it bo proved to endanger the faith of the children. 
But what is the fact ? United education has been established in
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Ireland for thirty-four years. The secular instruction enjoyed 
under it, is admitted to be su|ierior to tliat enjoyed by the i>oor of 
almost any other nation. And the jieople, Roman Catholic as 
well as Protestant, who have been educated in National schools, 
are confessedly as religious, and as moral, as any in the world,
“ The very persons who denounce the National schools as 
‘ Grodless,’ and as unfavourable to the Roman Catholic faith, are 
the loudest in asserting, with |Xirfect truth, that the Catholic 
poor of Ireland, educated as they almost entirely have been 
during the last thirty-four years in National schools, are the 
most devoted and the most moral Roman Catholics in 
Europe.
“ The success of the National system, especially with respect 
to united education, was, for a long time, impeded by the 
opposition of the members, both clerical and lay, of the Estab­
lished Church Had they from tlie first zealously adopted the 
system in a noble spirit of impartiality, its good results, great as 
they have been in spite of all opposition, would have been 
mfmitely greater. To substitute for it any Protestant system, or 
to endeavour to work the present National system in an un­
generous and sectai’ian spirit, is now proved to be im^xissible. 
Now, tlierefore, is the time when, if the Government lirmly resists 
all attempts to abolish united education, we may coniidently 
expect that the great bulk of the Irish landlords will employ 
upon the National schools on their estates those large sums of 
money, and, what is of far more importance, those benevolent 
feelings which have hitherto been, in too many cases wasted 
upon the maintenance of schools that can never be accepted by 
the great maj ority of the people of Ireland.
‘ With regard to the second proposal of the Roman Catholic 
prelates, that the Model Schools of the Commissioners should be 
forthwith abolished, the Commissioners direct us to say tliat, 
even if those schools were for the time exclusively attended by 
Protestants, tliat circumstance would not form a valid ground 
for their abolition. These schools were from the first regarded 
by the founders of the National system as an essential part 
of it. They were warmly supported by the 
two Roman Catholic Primates, Archbishop Murray and Arch­
bishop Crolly (names that ought never to bo mentioned by the 
friends of impartial education and religious peace in Ireland 
without reverence and gratitude), and they were at first denounced 
by the great majority of the members of the Established Church. 
And yet the Board, trusting that time and reason 
would mitigate the opposition of their Protestant 
countrymen; convinced that while the model schools greatly 
benefited the Roman Catholics who attended them, tliey could 
not possibly injure the Protestants who declined to do so; never 
thought of abandoning these schools in consequence of Protestant 
opposition. At present the case is somewhat reversed. About a 
half only of the pupils are Catholics. The scheols have indeed 
been denounced by the Roman Catholic bishops; but there is no 
portion of the National system so cordially and so universally
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approved of by Prote^tauts as are the model schools. The 
Protestants now see that without these model schools it 
would be impossible for the future teachers of the 6300 ordi­
nary National schools to be trained from early boyhood for their 
calling; that without these schools no perfect models could be 
exhibited throughout Ireland of the best methods ©f popular 
education; above all, that no other examples approaching to 
them in excellence could be presented to the people of Ireland of 
the advantages of united education, and of the best means for 
carrying it into effect Could it indeed be proved that these 
model schools, however beneficial to Protestants, were injurious to 
the faith or to the secular education of the Roman Catholics who 
either attended or declined to attend them, the Government might 
be justified in abolishing them. But no ene can with truth 
assert that they are, in any resjxict, injurious to Roman Catholics. 
The most that can be said against them is, what is to be deeply 
deplored, that they have been denounced by the spiritual guides 
of the great majority of the people of Ireland, and that in con­
sequence tliey have been, in many cases, deserted in a great 
degree by the Reman Catholic laity. The Commissioners, 
however, trust this opposition will gradually decline, as has 
been the case with respect to that of the members of the 
Established Church.
‘ Had anything approaching to compulsion, or dishonest in- 
dueements, been held out to the attendance of Roman Catholic 
pupils at these schools, much might be said against them. But 
60 far from tliis being the ease, the Commissioners have never 
refused to endow, in the immediate neighbourhood of a Model 
School, a well-conducted rival school under Roman Catholic 
management, though well aware that it had been established for 
the express purpose of drawing away from the model school the 
Roman Catholic children attending i t  And for so doing the 
Board has incurred the severe censure of many of its Wirmest 
Protestant supporters.
“ ‘ So long, however, as these model schools continue to be as 
they now are amongst the best examples in the world of sound 
seeWar instruction, free from all danger of proselytism 
—so long as they are crowded with children anxious to le 
educated there in preference to all other schools,—the Commis­
sioners will continue to support them on the same grounds of 
justice and of public good that have induced them, at all hazards, 
to support their Roman Catholic convent schools, against the 
vehement opposition of the Protestants of Ireland, who do not 
avail themselves of these schools, and who regard them as 
entirely unsuitable for united education.’ ”
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